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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claims 1-3 and 6 are objected to because of the following informalities: these 
claims misspell "enroll" as "enrol" and "enrollment" as "enrolment" An additional letter 
"1" needs to be added to these claim limitations. Appropriate correction is required. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5 and 8-12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jordan (US 6,416,409 Bl) and further in view of Torango (US 6,435,968 Bl). 

Regarding claims 1-5 and 8-12, Jordan teaches a jackpot wagering system that 
comprises a plurality of player terminals that are each operable by a respective player to 
place a corresponding wager on each one of a plurality of different turns in a game of 
chance. Additionally, Jordan teaches an accumulation facility that is responsible for 
placement of each wager to accumulate a portion thereof in an accumulation account that 
forms a jackpot, commonly known as a progressive pool. Jordan's system incorporate a 
random event generator that is activated by placement of a wager to generate a random 
event upon which an outcome of a turn on the game of chance is based and the outcome 
is one of a number of possible outcomes that includes a favorable outcome that causes the 
player to win contents of the accumulation account. A player is eligible to win awards 
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from this account when he/she is enrolled during a determined time interval {see Jordan, 
col. 2: In 16-67, col. 3: In 1-col. 4: In 20)[claims 1 and 8]. 

Regarding claims 2-3, 9-10, Jordan teaches different turns for a player being that 
of a play of the game of chance. The limitation of 10 to 15 different tums of a game of 
chance on which the player has placed a wager does not provide a unexpected result but 
is an obvious matter of DESIGN CHOICE by the designer of the game to create the 
expected result of having the player perform a minimum requirement to qualify or enroll 
in the award price. Applicant has not disclose how the number of tums that are required 
produces an advantage or is used for a particular purpose over that of Jordan's rule of 
requiring just one play of the game to be eligible for the accumulation feature. 

Regarding claims 4 and 11, Jordan teaches a pre-qualifying condition before 
being allowed entry into an event are well known throughout the art and the selection 
means selects the winner of the lottery at the expiration of the determined time interval 
{see col. 2: In 16-67, col. 8: In 1- col. 4: In 20). 

Regarding claims 5 and 12, Jordan teaches the time period has a predetermined 
start time and expires a finite time after the predetermined start time or when the balance 
of the accumulation account exceeds a predetermined threshold. 

However, Jordan lacks in teaching the canceling of the lottery upon the 
occurrence of a favorable outcome or selecting a player if a favorable outcome does not 
occur. 

In a related gaming patent, Torango teaches a progressive wagering system in 
which players are in a lottery. Torango teaches the lottery is cancelled if a favorable 
outcome occurs during the time interval. The system has a selection means activated to 



Application/Control Number: 10/542,996 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3714 

select, if a favorable outcome of the game of chance does not occur during the 
determiniable time interval one of the enrolled players as a winner of the lottery as a 
function of a contingency plan that is determined by at least chance. Furthermore, 
Torango teaches the winner of the lottery is awarded the contents of the accumulation 
jackpot (see Torango, col. 4: In 35-44). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the lottery cancelled if the 
favorable outcome was previously determined and to award the outcome to an eligible 
player if the outcome never occurred. For example if someone were to win a progressive 
jackpot it would have been obvious to cancel the lottery however if no one wins the 
jackpot it is obvious to award it to another player that at least someone wins. Such a 
feature would provide the expected incentive for people to play the progressive jackpot 
game and to be eligible for the jackpot. 

Claims 6-7 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jordan and Torango as applied to claims above, and further in 
view of Stoltz et al. (US 2003/009375 Al). 

Regarding claims 6-7 and 13-14, teaches a progressive jackpot system that enrolls 
eligible players during a specific time interval as specified in the rejection above. 
However, Jordan and Torango lack in specifically teaching that a player enrolled in the 
lottery is uniquely identifiable by means of a corresponding unique code generated by a 
random number. In a related gaming patent, Stoltz teaches a lottery system in which 
enrolled players in the lottery are uniquely identified by means of a corresponding 
numerical code (see Stolz paragraph [0005] [claims 6 and 13]). Stoltz's teaches that the 
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selection means is a random number generated and arranged so that each enrolled 
member has a unique code (see Stoltz paragraph [0005] [claims 7 and 14] . One would 
be motivated to incorporate a unique code for identification in order to provide the 
predictable result of allowing a computing device to recognize different users while 
participating in a game. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the unique random number to 
identify players in the progressive jackpot games of Jordan and Torango with that of 
Stoltz. Furthermore, it is noted that by using a number to identify a player, the player can 
be tracked and their gaming information may be collected by a computer so that if the 
player wins the jackpot error may be relieved when contacting them to receive their 
rewards. Random numbers are a common way to form unique codes to identify items in 
electrical computing systems. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
examiner should be direct to Ryan Hsu whose telephone number is (571)-272-7148. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hotaling can be reached at (571)-272-4437. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
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more information about the PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 1-866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

RH 

July 16, 2009 



/Dmitry Suhol/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



